was waged on many fronts, including abortion restrictions, access to contraception, funding for Planned Parenthood, welfare programs, and workplace fairness. These battles fueled the twenty-point gender gap that propelled President Obama to a second term, as well as a record number of women into Congress. Notably, the combatants in this war were not only politicians, but also everyday Americans demanding a say in shaping public policies that impact women.
Feminism has long had a conflicted relationship with American democracy. ' After all, if women are half of the population with equal access to the ballot box, then why do so many laws perpetuate or ignore gender oppression, and why do so few women hold electoral office? 6 Moreover, why has the feminist movement struggled internally to meet democratic ideals of participation and equality? While feminist theorists have pondered these questions for many years, the War on Women sharpened the urgency of sorting out the answers and provided new insights into the linkages between feminism and democracy. As the discussion below reveals, the War on Women reconfigured the relationship between feminism and democracy by reinvigorating the feminist political movement, redefining the scope of women's issues, realigning women voters across interest groups, and spurring a surge of women into office. Still, the relentless attacks of the War on Women kept the feminist movement on the defensive, and while many battles were won, the war continues without an apparent feminist offensive. ' This article reflects on the evolving relationship between feminism and democracy and the lessons learned during the recent election cycle. While democratic theory feeds feminist notions of equality, and vice versa, democracy in practice has had both liberating and oppressing effects for American women. Part I discusses the ways in which the feminist movement is informed by democratic principles of democracy and how the movement used new political tools to fight the War on Women. Part II analyzes how the War on Women spurred broader notions of women's interests and women's roles as citizens. The categorization of women's issues not only expanded beyond the public/private binary, but women also personally crossed class and race boundaries to defend reproductive rights. Part III explores the wide gender gap in voting patterns and the importance of women's political representation. Women's issues, voices, and votes are increasingly important to electoral success as well as a balanced public agenda. All three parts of this article reveal a pattern of feminist progress and conservative pushback that is likely to continue into the future.
I. Feminist Organizing and the New Tools of Democratic
Participation Feminist movements differ in time and place but are related through "their challenge of patriarchy."' Second-wave feminism, the movement for gender equality that arose in America in the 1960s and lasted into the early 1980s, appropriated the tenets of participatory democracy. These feminists intentionally sought an organizational form that was the opposite of a patriarchal, hierarchical structure, especially given the limitations of formal representative democracy."o The result was a community-based, collective movement that encouraged discussion, consciousnessraising, and narrative. ' "The feminist movement, thus constructed as a site of democratic politics, was also perceived to be a source of democratization in society."" Yet this intense form 9. See Squires, supra note 5, at 366-67. (2000) (discussing the features of the second-wave feminist movement); Phillips, supra note 5, at 68 (discussing how women's groups in the 1960s and 1970s distrusted hierarchy in democracy and advocated for democratic participation).
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11. See Sylvia Bashevkin, Facing a Renewed Right: American Feminism and the Reagan/Bush Challenge, 27 CAN. J. OF POL. Sol. 669, 676 (1994) ; ESCHLE, supra note 10, at 118 ("Every participant was given the right and opportunity to participate in the decision [-] making of the group or meeting."); Higgins, supra note 6, at 1686 (describing consciousness-raising as "commitment to women's articulated experience").
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of democracy had its drawbacks. It not only made decision-making difficult and time-consuming, but it also favored some voices more than others, i.e., it may not have been democratic enough." The movement has long been criticized for failing to confront racism and thus privileging the voices of white, middle-class women over women of color and low-income women."' Even as the feminist movement became increasingly professionalized within national advocacy organizations," inclusivity remained a challenge." Nevertheless, the response to the War on Women revitalized the political arm of the feminist movement by merging secondwave and third-wave approaches to activism." The movement fused both grassroots and professionalized approaches to social action, with both arms of the movement taking advantage of social media, a favored tool of today's third-wave feminists." For instance, in Mississippi in November 2011, voters defeated a proposed "personhood" amendment that would have defined the term "person" under the state constitution to include a fertilized egg, thereby criminalizing all abortions and possibly outlawing 13. See id. at 120-21 (describing the critiques and rejoinders); Phillips, supra note 5, at 74 ("The false unities of 'sisterhood' imposed tremendous pressure towards reaching a common consensus," which was inconsistent with other feminist goals of autonomy.).
14. See ESCHLE, supra note 10, at 122-24, 127. Studies of professional advocacy groups, including feminist groups, confirm that "while advocacy groups provide some representation for their disadvantaged members, they are substantially less active when it comes to issues affecting disadvantaged subgroups than they are when it comes to issues affecting more advantaged subgroups." Dara Z. Strolovich In the face of this onslaught, the American Civil Liberties Union and Planned Parenthood poured resources and activists into the state. Importantly, "doctors, clergy, and average Mississippians started voicing their opposition" in protests and through social media," including two local mothers who became the public face of the fight. Cristen Hemmins, a rape survivor, pointed out the lack of exceptions for rape in the law,"' while Atlee Breland started Parents Against Personhood, arguing that the personhood amendment would outlaw in vitro fertilization, which she used to have her own children.
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College students also organized against the bill.
6 The opposition coalition drew strength from its diversity and local roots: "no one could call the conservative Mississippi State Medical Association, the Episcopal and Catholic bishops, and a Southern Baptist minister in the Delta tools of Planned Parenthood." 27 The referendum ultimately failed.
Thus, the fight against the Mississippi personhood law contained elements of second-wave feminist strategies, such as an emphasis on consciousness-raising through personal stories, grassroots organizing, and public demonstrations, as well as thirdwave feminist tactics of publicity, protest via social media, and a diverse (non-essentialist) coalition of opponents, including feminists and many people who do not identify with feminist causes. In short, the opposition movement proved to be quick, localized, and broad-based in harnessing multiple tools of democracy to fight gender oppression.
Similar social media barrages emerged throughout the War on Women, proving extremely effective in mobilizing public opinion.
Still, the sobering reality is that Mississippi already has stringent anti-choice laws on the books requiring parental or judicial consent for minors seeking abortions, mandatory counseling, and a 24-hour waiting period after counseling before an abortion can be provided. 28 Mississippi remains a state with only one abortion clinic and has the unfortunate distinction of being the state with the "highest rates of teen pregnancy," unwanted pregnancy, and infant mortality. 29 These restrictions fall most harshly on poor women, who are disproportionately women of color. 30 Feminism and democracy still struggle to reflect the intersectional interests of poor wonfien," although as noted 27. Carmon, Personhood, supra note 20. regulate the use of ultrasounds by abortion providers." Given that ultrasounds are not medically necessary for first trimester abortions, the procedure is designed to "personify the fetus and dissuade a woman from obtaining an abortion."
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Mandatory ultrasounds are only one of many abortion restrictions that socially conservative legislators at both the federal and state levels have aggressively pursued in recent years. In 2011, state legislatures enacted ninety-two provisions that restricted access to abortion services, which was nearly three times the number of restrictions that passed in 2005. 40 In the first half of 2012, states enacted thirty-nine such laws." These restrictions included new bans on abortion at twenty weeks, mandatory waiting periods between counseling and the procedure, measures that force women to listen to a fetal heartbeat, counseling on the (unsubstantiated) link between mental health issues and abortion, limits on insurance coverage, bans on telemedicine (often relied on to provide health care in rural areas), and increased regulation of clinics. 42 The result is that "[fifty-five percent] of women of reproductive age in the United States live in one of the [twenty-six] states considered hostile to abortion."" The experiences in Virginia and Mississippi demonstrate that with sufficient public pressure, specific bills can be defeated, but given the avalanche of bills that are proposed, relatively few receive that sort of sustained opposition." These laws pop up with frequency, and like a carnival whack-a-mole, require persistent attention and opposition if there is any hope of defeating them. The war on women's reproductive rights is a long-term siege and will require the full range of traditional and emerging feminist organizing strategies to preserve and expand existing rights.
II. Women's Issues, Interests, and Identity
As third-wave feminists have emphasized, women are not a monolithic interest group." Further, most women do not identify as feminists," and many women vote for politicians and policies that further gender oppression. Even within feminism, there are multiple viewpoints and disagreements about the goals and strategies for effectuating gender equality." While democracy provides a space for all these voices and perspectives to be heard, some feminists have argued that formal democracy alone is not enough to protect women.
Tracy Higgins explained in 1997 why courts should review and sometimes even reverse democratic outcomes in order to ensure equal protection on the basis of gender. Constitutional theory presumes an autonomous, self-defining individual and thus justifies "state action as the legitimate expression of popular will."" Feminists have countered that this liberal view of individual agency does not capture women's experiences under patriarchy.o Instead, people's preferences are socially constructed, 1 such that "women's choices should be understood as 45 . Phillips, supra note 5, at 76 ("[Clontemporary theory speaks almost with one voice in regarding female identity as multiple, unstable, something to be created and recreated, rather than simply uncovered."); Maxine Molyneux, Mobilization Without Emancipation? Women's Interests, the State, and Revolution in Nicaragua, in WOMEN, GENDER, AND POLITICS, supra note 8, at 21, 22 ("Although it is true that at a certain level of abstraction women can be said to have some interests in common, there is no consensus over what these interests are or how they are to be formulated."). neither fully free nor completely determined."" In other words, "[hiow can a citizen meaningfully consent if her nature and beliefs are themselves a product of the system to which she consents?"" 3 Situated within certain cultural norms of "language, law, myth, [and] custom" some "individuals may not be the best judges of their own interests or those of the community."' This is a controversial view of agency. An alternate view is that women may support policies that are not in the strategic interest of their gender because changes "could threaten the short-term practical interests of some women, or entail a cost in the loss of forms of protection which are not then compensated for in some way."" However, under either conception of agency, the failure of democratic processes to ensure gender equality means that judicial review can be necessary to check majority outcomes."
The response to the War on Women shows not only the need for a check on majoritarian processes, but also an increased potential for securing women's rights within formal democracy due to the emergence of broader conceptions of "women's issues" and women's self-interest. It appears that women are increasingly attuned to how law and politics shape their own realities-they see their own socially constructed identities. For one thing, women's issues are becoming more broadly defined. Traditionally, women's issues have been compartmentalized into issues relating to the public sphere, such as workplace fairness, and those impacting the private sphere, such as reproductive rights and freedom from abuse." This division not only isolated "women's issues" as if they did not impact the entire polity, but also made it easy for politicians and voters to pick and choose the policies they favored as if the options were not interrelated. By contrast, in the recent election cycle, public dialogue and feminist framing broke down the barriers between the public and the private.
President Obama, in particular, was effective in linking economic issues to reproductive rights.
Throughout the presidential campaign, both Governor Mitt Romney and President Barack Obama courted the women's vote, as exemplified in the second presidential debate on October 16, 2012.' During the debate, Romney attempted to sever social from economic issues, emphasizing his experience in job creation and asking women to focus on the economy." By contrast, Obama resisted this divide, linking reproductive health and choice to the economic security of families.
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As he put it, access to affordable family planning "makes a difference in whether they can go out there and-and earn a living for their family. These are not just women's issues. These are family issues. These are economic issues." Clearly, a lack of access to family planning resources limits women's abilities to obtain education, hold jobs, have healthy children, and provide for their families." Indeed, the entire War on Women looked like an attempt to push women out of the public sphere and back into the private domain of the home.
The debate also allowed Obama to tout his own efforts to promote equal pay, in light of the fact that women earn seventytwo cents for every dollar earned by a man. 63 He said, "[t]his is not just a women's issue, this is a family issue, this is a middle-class issue, and that's why we've got to fight for it."" Thus, he highlighted the first bill he signed in office, the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act, which reversed a Supreme Court ruling in order to make it easier for female workers to file equal pay claims.' For his part, Romney would not say whether or not he would have supported the Act, but it is perhaps telling that he identified the four Supreme Court Justices who supported the cramped reading of the Equal Pay Act as his ideal jurists.' Further, in trying to bolster his pro-woman credentials, Romney awkwardly boasted that when he was filling slots for his cabinet as Massachusetts governor, he sought and received "whole binders full of women."" The phrase went viral and was the subject of much online jesting. Fact-checkers quickly noted that Romney did not seek out women for cabinet positions; rather, a coalition of nonpartisan women's groups provided him with the resumes of qualified women.' Moreover, the number of women in senior positions declined slightly during his governorship and rose again when he left office." Even Romney's laser-like focus on economic issues did not seem to acknowledge women's role in the economy. For instance, he repeatedly stated that he wanted to help unemployed female workers, but he also proposed to shrink government payrolls." Given that most public sector jobs are filled by women, he never explained how he would enhance women's economic opportunities while simultaneously shrinking government.' While Romney acknowledged women's struggles to achieve a work/life balance, he failed to recognize that men face this same challenge."
The public sector's importance to women's economic security also came to a head in the winter of 2011 in Wisconsin, as public unions fought, unsuccessfully, to preserve collective bargaining rights.
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Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker supported a bill removing collective bargaining rights for all public sector workers other than police and firefighters, thereby placing the brunt of the law of women." Whereas the majority of police and firefighters are men, most public sector workers are women, and collective bargaining protects their ability to negotiate for higher wages and improved benefits, issues that hit women particularly hard." Protestors surrounded the state capitol for several weeks, culminating in crowds of up to 100,000 protestors." After extensive legislative machinations and public protests, the legislation passed," and Walker survived a recall movement.
7 " Yet in September 2012, a county judge declared the law unconstitutional, and litigation over the law continues.
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The bottom line is that massive public protest was mobilized on an economic issue that fell most harshly on women, thereby suggesting a greater public awareness of the importance of women's economic success to the fortunes of families and the country. In other words, the interests of women can no longer be cabined as "women's issues."
In addition to expanding notions of "women's issues," the War on Women spurred broader conceptions of women's self-interest. As noted earlier, the feminist movement has long been criticized for focusing on the welfare of white, middle-class women." Yet the War on Women spurred many women out of a seeming malaise regarding reproductive rights, which have been under persistent attack by social conservatives.
The battle over Planned Parenthood reveals this trend. Planned Parenthood is a major provider of preventative health care to women." Through its almost 800 clinics, Planned Parenthood "assists 800,000 women with life-saving breast exams, more than four million Americans with testing and treatment for sexually transmitted diseases, and 2.5 million people with contraception."" It serves primarily lowincome women who lack health insurance.' Three percent of the services it provides are abortions,' and it is this aspect of care that put Planned Parenthood on the frontlines of the War on Women.
On January 31, 2012, the Susan B. Komen Foundation, a prominent fundraiser in the fight against breast cancer, announced that it would stop awarding grants to Planned Parenthood for breast cancer screenings." A media firestorm ensued, fueled by social media," and the backlash was tremendous and unexpected." Thousands of people threatened to boycott the Komen Foundation and its sponsors, while Planned Parenthood was inundated with financial support from existing and new donors. ' Bowing to public pressure, the Komen Foundation reversed its position within three days, and several top executives 9 1 Accordingly, Planned Parenthood's political arm worked hard to educate voters about Romney's positions." In the end, it was one of the most effective political groups in the 2012 race, as ninety-eight percent of the campaigns that Planned Parenthood supported ultimately prevailed." In short, many women responded with outrage to policies that would have no impact on them personally. Planned Parenthood almost exclusively serves low-income women, thus, middle and upper class women are not individually harmed if Planned Parenthood goes out of business. However, the reaction to the attacks on Planned Parenthood revealed a shared concern for women's autonomy and dignity that crossed class boundaries.
At the same time, it is important to acknowledge that the abortion rights movement has been problematic for women of color for several reasons, including the government's history of forced sterilizations of Black women (and support for these policies by certain feminist groups in the 1970s) and the failure of feminists to rally against Medicaid limitations on abortion services that impact poor women exclusively." Moreover, as Professor Dorothy E. Roberts has explained, low-income women of color face not only governmental restrictions on reproductive choice, but also often lack the material conditions that make choice possible, such as on women.116
The failure of both candidates to engage meaningfully on the causes of poverty was disheartening, but parfor-the-course in today's politics. The good news was that voters seemed to reject Romney's attacks on "dependence," as women and minorities voted overwhelmingly for Obama.
III. The Gender Gap
A gender gap drove the 2012 election results, in which women voters sent record numbers of women to Congress, secured the Democratic majority in the Senate, and awarded President Obama a second term. The gender gap has been a stable feature of national politics since around 1980. It appears that the War on Women may have not only revitalized the feminist movement and heightened public awareness of gender inequalities, but also spurred the gender gap to new heights.
A. Women's Representation in Congress
The 2012 election resulted in record numbers of women being elected to federal office."' There are now twenty female senators; previously, there were fifteen."' The election also resulted in several significant firsts, including Senator Tammy Baldwin of Wisconsin, the first openly gay senator; Senator Mazie Hirono of Hawaii, the first Asian-American woman senator; and Representative Tulsi Gabbard of Hawaii, the first Hindu congressperson. There are twenty-eight women of color in the House, the highest number ever."' Women now constitute eighteen percent of the House and Senate,'1 2 0 and while these increases are an improvement, the percentage is obviously far below the proportion of women in the population. The United
States ranks ninety-first in the world in the number of women in the national legislature."' Likewise, at the state and local levels, more than three-quarters of elected officials are men.1 2 ' Given these bleak numbers, both here and abroad, feminists have wrestled with why women's political representation remains so low, whether this matters, and what to do about it.
The disparity in the United States arises not from discrimination-women win races at the same rate as men-but because women run for office far less frequently than men." due to significant obstacles that men do not face."" Women are more likely to view the political process as biased against them (especially after the harsh attacks on Hillary Rodham Clinton and Sarah Palin in the 2008 presidential race), have lower confidence in their qualifications, are more risk averse, are less likely to be recruited for office, and bear greater family responsibilities than men."' In addition, the political structure in the United States, with its two-party system, is less amenable to women candidates than alternative structures that elect multiple candidates, such as proportional representation and parliamentary systems.126
Do the low numbers of women in political office matter? On the one hand, women do not necessarily share joint interests or subscribe to gender-based identities." Bachmann will not be voting the same as Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi."' Moreover, just because women are situated differently than men does not mean that "women are conscious of these differences [or] that they define themselves as having special interests requiring representation."'" Like all women, female politicians have multiple identities, and gender may not be as important as other self-identities, such as race, religion, or party affiliation. Women may be better off with politicians committed to gender equality, regardless of whether they are men or women. On the other hand, studies show that the political participation of women changes the political agenda and content of debates, as well as serves an important symbolic and role model function. ' Significantly, women politicians believe their presence as women makes a difference to democracy. As Senator Barbara Mikulski, the longest serving female member of the Senate, recently explained, women in Congress have made a difference by focusing not only on the "macro" issues, but also the "macaroni and cheese" issues; that is, day-to-day issues that are important to families.'"' Likewise, she described how the addition of women to Congress has impacted women's health issues by leading to the inclusion of women in study protocols at the National Institutes of Health (NIH) and the appointment of a woman to head NIH under the Bush Administration.'
By contrast, Mikulski noted that if more women had been in the Senate in 1992 during the confirmation hearings on Justice Clarence Thomas, the attacks on Anita Hill, who alleged that Clarence Thomas had sexually harassed her, would not have been as "awful" and "horrific."' Mikulski's experience confirms that women legislators do not agree on all issues, but their presence makes a difference. Thus, feminists need to keep working to overcome the cultural and structural barriers that keep qualified women from seeking office. Indeed, it is hard to imagine that if Congress were fifty percent female (or more), there would have been a congressional hearing about the legality of employer-provided contraception in which the only witnesses were socially conservative men. It used to be that contraception, as a way of preventing unwanted pregnancies, was the rare area of agreement between pro-life and pro-choice activists."' However, pro-life forces are increasingly attacking contraception as part of a "larger agenda, which is putting sex back into the box, as something that happens only within marriage.""'
The controversy over contraception came to a head when the Obama Administration announced a final rule implementing the Affordable Care Act in April 2012.136 The rule requires insurers to provide contraception coverage free of charge.13 7 Religious organizations such as churches, synagogues, and mosques are excluded from the rule due to free exercise principles."' However, the rule covers religiously affiliated institutions, such as hospitals and universities."'
The U.S. Conference of Roman Catholic Bishops immediately objected to the rule, as the Catholic faith does not support contraception despite the widespread use of contraception by practicing Catholics."' The bishops and other religious conservatives framed their objection as an issue of religious freedom, rather than reproductive freedom."' Candidate Mitt Romney picked up on this theme, stating that the contraception mandate was "an assault on religion.""' In response to the pushback, the Obama Administration issued an "accommodation" on February 10, 2012, under which religiously affiliated groups would not have to pay for contraception coverage themselves; rather, women could contract directly with their insurance companies for free coverage.'" The religious right remained unhappy with this compromise.'" On February 16, 2012, Rep. Darrell Issa, Chairman of the House Oversight Committee, convened a hearing about the rule, demanding that the government exclude employers from providing insurance coverage for any procedure they find morally objectionable.14 The hearing was notable for its slate of all-male witnesses on the first panel, all of whom opposed the rule, and a picture of the witnesses seated in a row quickly went viral.' 4 The hearing also gained notoriety because Rep. Issa barred Sandra Fluke, a Georgetown Law Student and member of Law Students for Reproductive Justice, from testifying about the need for contraception coverage at religiously-affiliated universities."
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Democrats later scheduled their own, unofficial hearing, at which Fluke was the only witness.
This was apparently too much for Rush Limbaugh, who on February 29, 2012, began a three-day rant on his radio show falsely claiming that Fluke was seeking taxpayer money to have sex.' 5 0 Among other things, he called her a "slut" and a "prostitute," who "wants to be paid for having sex;" he also said she was "having so much sex, it's amazing she can still walk."' Public condemnation was swift, and his advertisers pulled out in droves."' At Georgetown, the University President supported Fluke's right to free expression, and President Obama personally called Fluke to express his support for her and her message.' Sandra Fluke went on to speak about the issue at the Democratic National Convention. Rush Limbaugh remains on the air.
While public polls during the height of the controversy revealed majority support for contraception coverage, with almost equal backing among men and women, polls also showed that voters were frustrated that the issue was on the agenda in a time of economic distress."' Meanwhile, a Republican attempt in Congress to legislatively overturn the contraception coverage rule failed."' Numerous lawsuits brought by states and religious groups challenging the rule are pending,"' and the courts are splitting as to the rule's constitutionality.
Thus, despite public irritation that contraception coverage is being debated at all, the issue will be lingering for years to come. This is one of many fronts in the War on Women that remains ongoing, and it highlights the importance of having women in positions of power on Capitol Hill. Women legislators will not necessarily support contraception coverage, but their very presence will temper the debates and discussion by providing a range of perspectives from people who are directly impacted by these sorts of laws. expressed and all too frequently abandoned programmes leaves the decisions to the political elites."' In some ways, civic society may provide a better outlet for women seeking to shape their communities.'" Yet while voting alone does not ensure gender equality in representation or policy outcomes, the 2012 election reinforced a distinct gender gap in which women's votes made the difference. This growing gap, and the reasons that underlie it, reveal that gender is still a unifying identity for women.
B. Women Voters
In the 2012 presidential election, women made up fifty-three percent of the electorate."' The gender gap was twenty points, the largest in American history. 162 Women who voted for Obama constituted almost one-third of the electorate.
6 ' Obama did better with divorced, single, and widowed women (a two to one margin over Romney), than with married women, who preferred Romney, fifty-three percent to forty-six percent.'
66 Obama also did better with women of color,' 67 while White women preferred Romney.' Obama's diverse coalition of support reinforces the importance of inclusivity within the feminist movement.
Polls also showed that women voters prioritized issues differently than men. Women generally prefer a more activist role for government than men do, and this preference has driven the gender gap at least since 1980, when men have moved toward the Republican Party and stayed there.' 69 Specific issues may also have an impact on the gender gap, although political scientists still need to untangle the dynamics of the 2012 race. In 2012, a Pew poll before the election showed that fifty-four percent of women stated that abortion is a "very important" issue for them, compared with thirty-four percent of men. 7 o While Republicans consistently stated that the economy was the most important issue for women, a Gallup poll showed that thirty-nine percent of women listed abortion as the most important issue in the election as compared to nineteen percent who listed jobs as the preeminent issue or sixteen percent who listed the economy.17 It appears that the debates engendered by the War on Women shaped public opinion.
Republicans' attempts to mock the Democrats' framing of a War on Women by comparing it to a War on Caterpillars (the National Republican Party's Chairman Reince Preibus)' or a War on Left-Handed Irishmen (Republican Vice Presidential candidate Paul Ryan) 73 could not diminish the harm done to the Republican party by several socially conservative male candidates who made controversial comments about abortion and rape. While reasonable minds can certainly differ about abortion, especially given the deeply held religious beliefs implicated by the issue, the War on Women involved words and conduct that proved unreasonable to most voters regardless of personal philosophy. He stated, "first of all, from what I understand from doctors, that's really rare. If it's a legitimate rape, the female body has ways to try to shut that whole thing down."' 7 Akin may have been a member of the House Science Democrats retained control of the Senate.'9' With Republicans in charge of the House of Representatives, battles over issues impacting women are likely to continue. Indeed, in the first days of the 113th Congress, Congress failed to reauthorize the Violence Against Women Act, which provides federal funding to reduce domestic violence, due to Republican opposition to some expanded protections.' 96 The bill ultimately passed when the Republican House leadership allowed a vote on the Senate version of the bill.
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Conclusion
In the 2012 election cycle, the feminist movement in the United States was rejuvenated in response to a social conservative offensive aimed mostly at women's reproductive rights. Around the country, organized women's advocacy groups joined with grassroots activists to fight assaults on women's equality and autonomy, such as proposals that would grant fetuses personhood status, require transvaginal ultrasounds for women seeking abortions, and limit employer-provided insurance coverage for contraception. This so-called War on Women embroiled the presidential candidates as they campaigned aggressively for women's votes, which proved decisive to President Obama's win. Throughout the War on Women, social media became integral in disseminating information, expressing outrage, and organizing activism. Not only did feminism bolster the democratic process by enhancing debate and citizen involvement, but democracy proved a fertile ground for expanding the very notion of "women's issues" as people realized that issues such as equal pay and reproductive rights impact the well-being of families and the country as a whole. The War on Women also highlights the centrality of women's dignity and autonomy to a functioning democracy. In other words, without opportunities to work and equal pay, access to reproductive health services, and freedom from abuse, women are denied the prerogatives of citizenship that make full political participation and voting possible. Thus, any War on Women is a War on Democracy. The fates of feminism and democracy are linked. 
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